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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	It is interesting topic cause solving emergency case .and diagnosis is WBCs count which is simple and cheap test  in the limited resources where no diagnostics centre which include CT, MRI ,US etc.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes we agree
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes most of them
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1/ The topics is well defined and problem solving .
2/The flow from introduction till refrences is very good information refrencing discuission sre brief as well as conclusion with enough refrences

3/the grammar and punctuation mark need rewrite

The authors mention in introduction several diagnostic test, like CT ,MRI beside WBCs count .However their study only evalute WBCs count .

reason for this difference may be due to the high cut-off for WBC count of > 11,000 cells/mm3 used in their study as against > 8,000 cells/mm3used in the present study.

Rewrite if it become compared to better.

the positive predictive value was 81%129    rewrite.

Revice punctuation mark, grammer .

About 3mls of blood was then collected into an EDTA bottle for the WBC count. Laboratory reports of WBC were categorized into normal and high using cut-off values used by the laboratory. (3ml /EDTA container/ normal and abnormal)

Refrence 7 mension in the refrences but not include in the thesis
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